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RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Dear Sir: 

This paper is filed in response to the Election of Species mailed Oct. 12, 2006, which 
set a one month period for response. This response is thus timely filed. Any other fee, other 
than an issue fee, that is due at this time may be charged to Deposit Account 50-1078, and 
any overpayment of fees is requested to be refunded to the account. 

In response to the species election requirement mailed Oct. 12, 2006, Applicants 
elect the species of claim 3 (for obtaining the polynucleotide) and the species of linker 
illustrated in the product of Figure 4. Claims that read on these species include at least 1-3, 
7-17, 19-21, and 23-25. 

The species election requirement lacked enough information of a particular nature to 
meet the requirements of MPEP 809.02(a), which states in part: 



Action as follows should be taken: 
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(B) Clearly identify each (or in aggravated cases at least exemplary ones) of 
the disclosed species, to which claims are >to be< restricted. The species are 
preferably identified as the species of figures 1 , 2, and 3 or the species of 
examples I, II, and III, respectively. In the absence of distinct figures or 
examples to identify the several species, the mechanical means, the 
particular material, or other distinguishing characteristic of the species should 
be stated for each species identified. If the species cannot be conveniently 
identified, the claims may be grouped in accordance with the species to 
which they are restricted. Provide reasons why the species are independent 
or distinct. 



The species election requirement therefore fails to provide sufficient notice to 
Applicant of the particular species to which the examination would be restricted. 

Nevertheless, Applicants have attempted to comply with the requirement for 
restriction by proposing the elections described in the present response. Applicants submit 
that the contents of the present response provide a bona fide response to the species 
restriction. 

Therefore, in responding to part A of the species election requirement, Applicants 
elect the species of claim 3 for setting out the sequence of steps for obtaining the immobilized 
polynucleotide. In responding to part B of the species election requirement, Applicants elect 
the species of linker illustrated in the product of Figure 4. 

If, in the opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the 
examination of this matter, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at (408) 



553-3864. 
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